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S51) gegen De Fuller, Secretary of State: 
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with reference to the request fom 
© MaaeeRowe Carilions that the ters “Carillonic Bells" be .. 
i not registered as the trade name of Schulmerich Electronics 


os bat 5 


coe Inc., I advise as follows: - re ee < 
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ak In view of the Aecision in Schulmerich 
_-. Blectronics, Inc. vs. J. 0. Deagan, Inc., 202 ¥2d 772, wmnless.: 
further qualified the term "Carillonic Bellis® is not registers .« 


--* abe to any individual, I do not think it 4e good judgement © . 
oo to try to establieh hard and fast rules for the future ino: 


' view of the fact that if the issue actually arises further © 
persvasive arguments may be offered by other parties on this: 
subject. Yor the moment I would suggest merely that you ine * 
sort in the appropriate place in your index a cross reference. 
to this correspondence and to Maas-Rowe Carillons' letter of ” 'y 
February 21, 1955 and not Yoross the bridge until yon come ,. - 

+ $o 4t." Merely make a note that as of this date and on the 











"gente of the information which we have at present it does |: 
not seen proper for the exclusive right to the name of — cee 
"carillon bells® alone to be enjoyed By any one company. 
vary trady youre, 2 | 
ae ee ps = ee George F. Helson -: 
Soo peodetant Attorney General . 
GYR: : 





